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Administrative Records in Local Repositories

The "Administrative Record" is the collection of documents which form the basis for the selection
of a response action at a Superfund site. Under Section 113(k) of the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), as amended by the Superfund Amendments
and Reauthorization Act (SARA), the EPA is required to establish an Administrative Record
available at or near the site.

The Administrative Record file must be reasonably available for public review during normal business
hours. The record file should be treated as a non-circulating reference document. This will allow
the public greater access to the volumes and also minimize the risk of loss or damage. Individuals
may photocopy any documents contained in the record file, according to the photocopying
procedures at the local repository.

The documents in the Administrative Record file may become damaged or lost during use. If this
occurs, the local repository manager should contact the EPA Regional Office for replacements.
Periodically, the EPA may send supplemental volumes and indexes directly to the local repository.
These supplements should be placed with the initial record file.

The Administrative Record file will be maintained at the local repository until further notice.
Questions regarding the maintenance of the record file should be directed to the EPA Regional Office.

The Agency welcomes comments at any time on documents contained in the Administrative Record
file. Please send any such comments to Jack Harmon, Removal Action Branch, U.S. EPA Region
I1, 2890 Woodbridge Avenue, Edison, NJ 08837.

For further information on the Administrative Record file, contact Jack Harmon, On-Scene
Coordinator, U.S. EPA Region I1, at (732) 906-6933.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Site background

This report is a preliminary regulatory analysis of potential remedial
approaches relative to the findings of a site investigation performed
at the former Bossert Manufacturing facility (Site code 6-33-029)
during December 1993. The conclusions presented will be taken into
further consideration during an analysis of alternatives to be
performed by O’Brien & Gere Engineers. Limited additional
sampling was performed at the Site during 1994 and are currently
ongoing.

The Bossert facility fabricated metal items from 1896 until the mid
1980’s. Until ceasing operations, the Bossert facility utilized PCB oils
in electrical transformers and in hydraulic presses used in the
manufacturing process. Manufacturing processes, waste disposal
practices, and machinery salvage operations performed subsequent
to facility closure have reportedly resulted in the spread of PCB
residues to structural materials, debris and to presses remaining in
the facility. A detailed discussion of the history of the Site is
presented in the Draft Site History - Bossert Site, O’Brien & Gere
Engineers, Inc., January 1993.

The City of Utica (the City) assumed ownership of the Bossert
property through tax foreclosure following bankruptcy of the Bossert
Corporation in 1987. On December 27, 1989, the City entered into
an Administrative Order on Consent (# A6-199-89-4) with the New
York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC)
for the remediation of the Bossert Site under the 1986 EQBA
program. The Bossert Site is currently listed as a NYSDEC Class 2
Inactive Hazardous Waste Site in NYSDEC Region 6. Issues of
concern at the Site include: asbestos containing material (ACM);
mercury residues; underground petroleum storage tank(s) (UST);

O’Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

6 Draft: September 9, 1994
Div&2G



BOS - 1.4006

1. Introduction

and PCB residues in structural materials, debris, ACM and on press
surfaces.

Consistent with the Request for Proposals (RFP) published by the
City, the scope of the project is defined as the remediation of the
structure and interior appurtenances as described above as well as
the removal or closure of underground storage tanks (USTs) located

on the exterior grounds.

The 1986 New York State Environmental Quality Bond Act (EQBA)
provides funds for the remediation. of hazardous waste sites
qualifying for funding under EQBA criteria. The Site has been
designated by the State as an inactive hazardous waste site (Class 2).
Because the Site is owned by a municipality, it is eligible for funding
under Title 3 of the 1986 EQBA. Funding eligibility was formally
established in New York State Assistance Contract #C300241
between the City and NYSDEC in 1991. Although remediation of
Site UST(s) is identified in the consent order as part of the scope of
work at the Site, remediation of UST(s) is ineligible for
reimbursement under Title 3 of the EQBA according to NYSDEC.
It should be noted, however, that O’Brien & Gere Engineers has
investigated the UST identified on-site and is currently developing
design documents for UST removal. After completion of design
documents, O’Brien & Gere Engineers will assist the City with
contracting for UST removal independent of the EQBA Title 3

program.

12, Previous investigations

NYSDEC performed an initial Site inspection including sampling and
analysis within the facility on March 21, 1986. The investigation
discovered PCBs in oil samples at concentrations of 53 to 91 ppm.
In 1986 and 1987, the USEPA Technical Assistance Team (TAT)
sampled oils from drums and sumps at the Site and detected PCB
concentrations as high as 10,810 ppm. In 1988, O.H. Materials, Inc.
(OHM), under contract to the USEPA, performed remedial efforts
at the Site including removal of PCB transformers and
decontamination of structural surfaces. After performing these
efforts, OHM collected and analyzed wipe samples and bulk samples
from treated building surfaces. Analytical results indicated that

— Draft September 9, 1994
Div2G '
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1.3. Project overview

surficial levels of PCBs on many of the interior structural materials
exceeded TSCA standards for reuse of the building. Data obtained
from previous investigations are described in greater detail in Draft
Site History - Bossert Site prepared by O'Brien & Gere Engineers,
Inc., January 1993.

In September 1993, Petrone & Petrone, P.C. (Petrone & Petrone),
under contract to the City, undertook a search for potentially
responsible parties (PRPs) associated with the Site. Research
conducted prior to and during the PRP search indicated that
National Machinery Exchange (NME), Newark, New Jersey may own
presses at the Site. NME was contacted by Petrone & Petrone via
letter to solicit participation in the investigation and disposition of
the presses. NME responded that they do not own presses at the
Site. In view of this response, and with concurrence from NYSDEC,
the Site investigation and remedial objectives were developed to
address the presses consistent with EQBA and other regulatory
program requirements irrespective of their ownership.

Investigation and remediation of the Site will consist of three phases.
The Phase I Work Plan was prepared in November 1993 and has
been approved by NYSDEC. Work Plans for Phases II and III will
be prepared and submitted under separate cover. Phase I addresses
the non-structural contamination present at the Site (that is, UST(s),
debris, asbestos, oil and grease lines, contaminated machinery and
mercury residues). The Phase I Work Plan (O’Brien & Gere
Engineers, 1993a) describes the proposed methodology for
addressing UST(s), debris, asbestos, grease lines, mercury
contamination, and machinery decontamination and removal. The
two primary components of the Phase I remedial effort are the
remediation of the large stamping processes and the remediation of
waste materials and debris in Areas 2 and 3. Phase II will involve
assessing the nature and extent of hazardous waste remaining on-site.
Phase III will be directed at remediating residual hazardous wastes.
Such remediation may consist of structural decontamination or
demolition, or both. Certain activities such as dxsposal of non-

(’Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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1. Introduction

hazardous waste materials and building demolition may not be
covered under the 1986 EQBA Title 3 Program.

In addition to the Work Plan, the following plans have been
developed to date in support of Phase I efforts at the Site:

e Site History - summary of Site history as it relates to existing Site
contamination

o Conceptual Investigation and Remedial Action Plan - conceptual
summary of project approach

e Field Sampling Plan - detailed description of field sampling
procedures

o Quality Assurance Project Plan - detailed description of quality
assurance/quality control protocols adopted for Site sampling and
analysis

o Health and Safety Plan - description of protocols to be employed
at the Site for protection of O’Brien & Gere Engineers personnel
(the health and safety)

o Waste Management Plan - plan describing methods to be employed
for disposing of potentially hazardous wastes generated at the Site

o Citizen Participation Plan - description of methods to be employed
to solicit citizen participation in the project and for informing
concerned citizens of project status.

The above documents as well as the Phase I Work Plan are available

~ for public review at: 1) NYSDEC Region 6 offices, Watertown, NY

(by appointment only); 2) Utica City Clerk’s office, Utica, New York;
and 3) City of Utica Public Library, Utica, NY.

One of the tasks described in the Phase 1 Work Plan is a field
sampling program intended to characterize UST(s), drums, grease
line and oil reservoir contents, debris, ACM, and machinery. This
report summarizes Phase 1 sampling efforts and analytical results. A
roof sampling effort to evaluate whether ACM or PCBs are present
in roof materials was completed in July 1994.

Draft: Scptember 9, 1994
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Site investigation report

To date the following efforts have been completed at the Site: -

o Detailed site survey
e Resecuring and posting of the site perimeter
o Geophysical survey

e Emergency removal of hazardous chemicals at the Site.

O’Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 10 Draft: September g,wlé929é
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2. Objectives of the site investigation

The objectives of the field sampling program were to:

o Characterize the extent of contamination present in porous debris
and soil stockpiled in Areas 2 and 3 by matrix so that a removal
and disposal or a treatment program can be designed.

o Characterize the extent of surficial contamination to metal debris
in Areas 2 and 3 and machinery so that decontamination of these
items can be designed and the materials subsequently salvaged
(such as through smelting or reuse), if economically feasible.

o Characterize the extent of PCB contamination in ACM so that
removal and disposal of ACM in accordance with applicable
regulations can be designed.

o Characterize the contents of grease lines and oil reservoirs so that
disposition of grease lines and the disposal of grease and
hydraulic oil in accordance with applicable regulations can be
designed.

e Obtain sufficient data and information regarding the
characterization of the Bossert Site to enable the Phase I
remediation of the Site to be completed.

e

Draft: September 9, 1994 1 O’Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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3. Scope of the site investigation

The scope of the sampling effort was described in the September
1993 field sampling plan (FSP) for ‘the Site (O'Brien & Gere
Engineers, 1993). The sampling design and rationale for the design
is contained in the FSP. Sampling efforts conformed to the FSP
except in the following cases:

o Conditions encountered in the field dictated alterations to the
sampling scope. In such cases, these conditions were
communicated to NYSDEC during field sampling to obtain
concurrence for deviating from the FSP.

o During pre-sampling Site walkovers performed by Engineers and
NYSDEC, NYSDEC identified additional items to be sampled not
included in the FSP.

Additional efforts not included in the Phase I Work Plan were
undertaken upon receiving prior approval from the City and
NYSDEC and are presented throughout this section.

3.1. Wipe sampling (PCBs)

3.1.1. Presses

One wipe sample was collected from each of the twenty-eight presses
located in the building to assess the degree to which PCBs are
present on the surfaces of the presses. The samples were collected
from an area on each press appearing to be representative of the
degree to which oily residues were present on the press as a whole.
Sample ID numbers correspond to press numbers. Locations of
presses, by press number, are shown in Figure 2. Sample locations

O’Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 12 Draft: September 9, 1998
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3. Scope of the site investigation

- were photographed prior to sample collection. Photographs of press

wipe sampling locations are presented in Attachment 1.

3.12. Metal debris

Ten wipe samples were collected from metal debris contained in
Areas 2 and 3. Metal items sampled were photographed prior to
sample collection. Photographs of metal debris sampled are

presented in Attachment 1. Sample locations are presented in Figure
3.

3.13. Drums
Wipe samples were collected from the exterior of three drums
reportedly containing mercury contaminated waste materials. The

samples were analyzed for PCBs. Sample locations are depicted in
Figure 4.

3.14. Crates

A modification to the FSP adopted during pre-sampling walkovers
attended by O’Brien & Gere Engineers and NYSDEC was to collect
wipe samples from the metal portions of several of the wood and
metal crates located along the exterior of the east wall of Area 3. As

a result, three crates were wipe sampled and submitted for laboratory
PCB analysis.

3.2. Bulk sampling (PCBs)

32.1. Debris and floor sweepings

Samples were collected from one-hundred pieces of debris and floor
sweepings (visually estimated at 25% of the waste) contained in
Areas 2 and 3. As stated in the FSP, samples were collected from a
range of materials representing the various degrees to which debris
appeared visually stained with oil It should be noted that the FSP

Draft: September 9, 1994
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stated that fifteen samples were to be collected from concrete debris
in Areas 2 and 3. However, the field sampling team found no
concrete debris available for sampling and these samples were not
collected. Debris sampling included collection of samples from

dumpsters located in Area 2 suspected to contain high concentrations
of PCBs.

Items to be sampled were photographed prior to sample collection.
The photographs are included in Attachment 1. It should be noted
that one roll of photographs taken during debris sampling could not
be developed. Therefore, photographs of samples BD038 through
BD(Q77 are not included in Attachment 1. Locations of sample
collection are depicted in Figure 5.

322. Oil reservoirs ,
According to the FSP, eight samples were to be collected from oil
and grease lines and analyzed for PCBs. Because grease lines
permitted the collection of a limited quantity of sample, it was
decided in the field to submit the sample for TCLP analysis and not
PCBs. The method of grease sample collection for TCLP is
discussed in Section 3.3.2. Three presses permitted the collection of
oil samples. Samples were collected from the same three presses for
PCB analysis. Presses from which PCB oil samples were collected
are shown in Figure 2.

A sample of surficial grease was collected from press 119 and a
composite grease sample was collected from presses 117 and 118.

323. ACM

The FSP specified the collection of a total of twenty-four ACM
samples for PCB analysis. According to the FSP, twelve samples
were to have been collected from darkly stained material and twelve
from non-stained or lightly stained ACM. However, because
segregation for disposal of ACM according to degree of staining is
unlikely, and in order to reduce disturbance to ACM, the scope of
sampling was modified during field efforts in consultation with
NYSDEC. The ACM sampling effort consisted of the collection of

O’Brien & Gere Engmeers, Inc.
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3. Scope of the site investigation

twelve samples from various areas throughout the structure.
Locations of sample collection are presented in Figure 6.

32.4. Crates

One of the modifications to the FSP adopted during pre-sampling
walkovers was to collect, and analyze for PCBs, bulk samples from
the wood portions of several of the crates located along the exterior
of the east wall of Area 3. Thus, wood cores were collected from
three of the crates and submitted for laboratory PCB analysis.

3.3. Bulk sampling (TCLP)

33.1. Debris and floor sweepings

Thirteen samples were collected from debris and floor sweepings and
submitted for TCLP analysis. The samples were collected to assess
disposal options for debris located in Areas 2 and 3 in the event that
PCB analyses of debris samples indicate that these materials do not
qualify as PCB waste.

33.2. Grease lines and oil reservoirs

The diameter of grease lines associated with facility machinery
(roughly 1/8 in outside diameter) precluded the collection of samples
from these lines. A central distribution area for grease was located
in the southeast portion of the production area. The pipes
comprising the distribution system were dismantled using a hacksaw
and one sample of grease was collected for TCLP analysis. Oil
samples were collected from the reservoirs of six hydraulic presses

and submitted for TCLP analysis. Grease and hydraulic oil sample
locations are presented in Figure 2.

Draft: September 9, 1994
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333. Drum contents

The FSP specified the collection of samples for TCLP analysis from
each of the 55-gal drums reportedly containing mercury contaminated
wastes located in Area 3. However, field conditions allowed the
collection of samples from two drums only. The samples were
submitted for TCLP analysis. Sample collection locations are
presented in Figure 4.

O’Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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4. Results

Analytical results for samples collected at the Bossert Site are
presented by analyte and matrix below.

4.1. Regulatory framework for the disposal of PCBs

PCBs are regulated by 6 NYCRR Parts 370-376 and federal
regulations USEPA codified under TSCA 40 CFR Part 761. Resulits
for the press surfaces and for metal debris were compared to these
regulations to evaluate their possible significance with respect to

ultimate disposition of presses and metal debris in the Bossert.
facility.

According to state and federal regulations, should the metal stamping
presses be disposed of as scrap metal, and should the hydraulic oil
contained within that machine contain less than 1000 ppm PCB
contaminated hydraulic oil, then the machines may simply be cleaned
of gross contamination and shipped off-site for recycling once
drained of hydraulic oil This provision is presented in 6 NYCRR
Part 371.4 which states that "Hydraulic machines containing less than
1000 ppm PCB are no longer regulated as PCB listed hazardous
waste, provided that all free flowing liquid has been drained from the
hydraulic machine. The drained liquid is a listed hazardous waste,
as is any solvent for flushing" This regulation is consistent with the
corresponding federal guidance contained in 40 CFR Part 761.

For reuse as parts or if the presses are left in place, surface cleaning
of the presses to a PCB concentration of 10 ug/100 cm® would be
required as consistent with the TSCA Spill Cleanup Policy.
However, Mr. Greenlaw (USEPA Region II) has expressed
reservations about cleaning the presses in place without first
dismantling them (personal communication, 7/12/94). The surface
concentration of 10 ug/100 cm?® is presented in 40 CFR Part 761
subpart G, for which there is no equivalent New York State

Draft September 9, 1954 17 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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Site investigation report

regulation. Further, should metals scrap (primarily 1/4" metal
plating) be sent to a scrap dealer for recycling, a level of 10 ug/100

cm® would also be consistent with the TSCA PCB Spill Cleanup
Policy.

Both TSCA and NYSDEC regulations specify a criteria of 50 ppm
for determining whether bulk materials such as oil and debris are
classified as PCB waste. The Regional PCB Program Coordinator
(USEPA 1993) and NYSDEC have concurred that 50 ppm represents
the appropriate regulatory standard for determining whether debris
and oils present at the Site will require disposal as PCB waste. In
order to compensate for variability in PCB concentrations for items
of debris containing PCBs close to 50 ppm and based on discussions
with potential disposal facilities, a conservative threshold

concentration of 35 ppm has been adopted for determining PCB
waste in debris.

PCB concentrations reported by the laboratory were identified as
Aroclor 1254, a commercial PCB mixture formerly produced by the
Monsanto Corporation. The following sections present the results of
on-site PCB sampling of various machinery and media and provide
a preliminary evaluation of the disposal approach which may be
considered, in light of the above regulatory requirements.

4.1.1. Presses

Detectable levels of PCBs were found in each wipe sample collected
from presses at the Site. The results indicate that surficial levels of
PCBs on presses at the Site range from 10 to 1800 pg/100 cm? PCBs.
Based on analytical results, surficial PCB levels on presses exceed the
TSCA criteria of 10 pg/100 cm? for unrestricted reuse. A summary
of press wipe sample analytical results is presented in Table 1. (The
numeric portion of a given press wipe sample designation represents
the press number from which that sample was collected.)

4.12. Metal debris

Detectable levels of PCBs were detected in nine of ten wipe samples
collected from metal debris in Areas 2 and 3. Detected levels ranged
from 7 to 160 ug/100 cm®. Nine of the ten samples exceeded the 10

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 18 Draft: September 9, 1994
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pg/100 cm? TSCA criteria for unrestricted use. A summary of debris
wipe sample analytical results is presented in Table 1.

4.13. Drums
The wipe samples collected from the exterior of three drums in Area

2 exhibited PCB levels of 7, 9, and 20 ug/100 cm? (See Table 1).

Sample results indicate that drum exteriors will require surficial
cleaning prior to shipment to minimize worker exposure. As
discussed in Section 4.2.3, TCLP analysis of drum contents indicate
that the drums must be disposed of as a mercury waste under 6
NYCRR Part 371, waste code D009.

4.1.4. Debris and floor sweepings

Concentrations of PCBs were found above detection limits in each
debris sample collected in Areas 2 and 3. As discussed in Section
4.1, a threshold value of 35 ppm was selected as a conservative
criteria for evaluating which items might be categorized by a disposal
facility as PCB waste based on the regulatory criteria of 50 ppm. A
summary of the number of samples containing PCBs above and
below the threshold of 35 ppm is presented in Table 4-1 below. A
complete list of debris sample PCB results is presented in Table 2.

Table 4-1. Summary of number of debris sampies exceeding and

below 35 ppm threshoid
No. samples No. sampies
Matrix © < 35 ppm PCB > 35 ppm PCB
Light 9 0
Wood Medium 1 0
Dark 4 5
Light 6 1
Cardboard Medium 5 0
Dark 4
Draft: September 9, 1994 19 O’Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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two of the presses, would be classified as PCB articles (51 ppm and
78 ppm) and three would not (30, 29 and 14 ppm). Further, oil
drained from the presses whose PCB concentration is greater than
500 ppm will require incineration. Analytical PCB results for oil
samples are summarized in Table 3.

4.1.6. ACM

PCBs were detected in the twelve ACM samples collected at the Site.
PCB concentrations in ACM samples averaged approximately 1.3
ppm and ranged from 0.051 to 5.9 ppm. PCB analvtlcal data for
ACM samples are presented in Table 4.

4.1.7. Crates

Concentrations of PCBs were detected above quantitation limits in
the wood portion of each'of the three crates sampled. The detected
concentrations ranged from 0.067 to 16 mg/kg, well below the 35
ppm threshold for characterization as a PCB waste. The results of
wipe samples collected from the metal portion of three crates ranged
from 2 to 30 ug/100 cm? PCBs. The results are below criteria for
disposal as a solid waste and above criteria for unrestricted use.

42. TCLP -

The following sections present the results of on-site TCLP analysis
of various media and provide a preliminary evaluation of the disposal
approach which may be considered in light of regulatory
requirements.

4.2.1. Debris and floor sweepings

Samples collected from debris and floor sweepings stockpiled in
Areas 2 and 3 tested as non-hazardous for volatiles, semi-volatiles,
metals, and hazardous waste characteristics according to TCLP
analysis. Sample analytical results are presented in Table 6.

Draft: September 9, 1994 21 O’Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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422. Grease lines and oil reservoirs

The grease sample collected from the grease supply room tested as
non-hazardous waste according to TCLP. Hydraulic oil samples also
tested as non-hazardous according to results of TCLP analysis.
TCLP sample results of oil and grease samples are presented in
Table 7. Grease collected from the surface of presses would require
disposal as hazardous waste based on sample results for BO006. The
sample exceeded the TCLP regulatory limit for lead.

423. Drum contents

Sample results from one of the drums in Area 2 indicate that the
drum contents would be classified by NYSDEC as a hazardous waste
based on the detected TCLP mercury concentrations (See Table 8).

O’Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 2 Draft: September 9,. 1994
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5.1. Summary and conclusions

Based on the results of the Site investigation, which characterized the
extent of contamination to non-structural components in the former
Bossert facility, a set of preliminary decontamination and disposal

alternatives for debris, machinery, ACM and grease lines were
generated.

The Site investigation was conducted in accordance with the project
Work Plan (O'Brien & Gere Engineers, 1993a) and the Order on
Consent A6-0198-89-04 between the City of Utica and NYSDEC
_ dated December 1989. The Site investigation was performed in
— compliance with cost eligibility requirements established under Title
3 of the 1986 EQBA. The preliminary remedial analysis was
performed based on regulatory requirements set forth in 6 NYCRR
Parts 370 to 376, and 40 CFR Part 761. Other regulatory
considerations, as well as a comprehensive listing of Standards,
Criteria and Guidance (SCGs) will be performed as a component of
the Feasibility Study of Alternatives.

Results and conclusions of the Site investigation are presented below.

o The presence of PCBs at levels greater than 10 pg/100 cm? on
twenty-seven of twenty-eight presses suggests that surficial PCB
levels at a given location on any of the twenty-eight presses could
be expected to exceed 10 pg/100 cm?. According to the USEPA,
surficial decontamination to a level of 10 ug/100 cm? is required
for unrestricted use or leaving the presses in-place. However,
once drained of hydraulic fluid, the presses could be recycled with
only gross surface decontamination then disposed of as a solid
rather than hazardous waste.

Draft: September 9, 1994 3 O’Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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- Analytical results of wipe samples collected from metal debris

indicate that a significant fraction of metal debris located in Areas
2 and 3 exceeds 10 pg/100 cm®. Based on these results, surficial
decontamination of metal debris will be required for material
reclamation or reuse. If metal debris is not decontaminated, it
could require disposal in a NYSDEC or TSCA landfill as PCB

waste, according to the USEPA (1993) or possibly as a solid
waste.

Wood debris PCB concentrations indicating levels associated with
regulated PCB waste are, based on sample results, exclusively
made up of heavily oil-stained materials. Therefore, the visual of
segregation of wood materials into PCB and non-PCB waste for
evaluating the method of disposal appears to present a technically
feasible remedial approach. Additional sampling of debris
(especially for debris indicating PCB contamination at less than
35 ppm) will likely required be prior to removal and disposal.

Although only one cardboard sample exhibited PCB
concentrations indicative of PCB waste, the elevated
concentration was detected in a lightly stained piece of cardboard
suggesting that a visual segregation scheme for determining
cardboard disposal would not be feasible. Therefore, it is likely
that cardboard items contained in Areas 2 and 3 will require
disposal as a regulated PCB waste.

PCB concentrations indicating classification as regulated PCB
waste are distributed among light, medium and heavily stained
materials. Consequently, floor sweepings present in Areas 2 and
3 will likely require disposal as a regulated PCB waste.

Concentrations of PCBs detected in the twelve ACM samples
collected at the Site indicate that ACM will not require disposal
as a regulated PCB waste and may be disposed of in a landfill
permitted to accept asbestos.

Because the contents of one drum in Area 2 indicated hazardous
concentrations of mercury, and because the three drums located
in Area 2 are labelled as containing mercury waste, these drums
should be disposed of as hazardous waste.

O’Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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~» Concentrations of PCBs detected in grease samples removed from
the surfaces of presses indicate that if grease is removed from

press surfaces for disposal, the grease will require disposal as a
regulated PCB waste.

o Sample results indicate that, if removed from the Site, crates
located to the east of Area 3 would be permitted to be disposed
of as a solid waste but cannot be released for unrestricted use
without cleaning. Additional sampling of the crates may be
required prior to disposal. It should be noted, however, that data
obtained from the December 1993 sampling effort indicate that
the wooden portion of crates can be disposed of as non-PCB
waste. It is technically feasible to separate the wood portions
from the steel portions of the crates; perform a surficial
decontamination of the steel component; and salvage the steel

This alternative will be examined in the Analysis of Alternative
report.

5.2. Preliminary remedial objectives

General remedial objectives for Phase I of the Bossert Site are to
remove and dispose or clean contaminated non-structural
components of the Site such that public health and the environment
are protected. The development of detailed remedial objectives will
be performed in Task 5 of the project. However, it is possible at this
stage to present preliminary remedial objectives; the following
preliminary remedial objectives were developed, based on
information presented in earlier sections of the SIR. These
preliminary remedial objectives will be modified or refined as
necessary in the analysis of alternatives report prepared in Task 5 of
the project. ‘

o Decontamination of metal stamping presses so that: 1)
disposition of presses complies with applicable or appropriate
federal and state regulations, 2) remediation of the presses is
performed at minimum cost to the City and State. Options for
disposition of presses include: 1) reuse of the press in whole, 2)
reuse of press components, 3) recovery of metal as salvage, 4)
disposal as solid waste or 5) cleaning and left on-site.

Draft: September 9, 1994 25 O’Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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» Minimize the potential for both future migration and exposure of
humans and the environment to contamination associated with
stockpiled debris from Areas 2 and 3. Remediation of the
stockpiled debris will conform to applicable or appropriate
regulations and will be performed with regard to minimizing
current and future costs and liability to the City and State. In the
event that debris is destined for disposal, it is anticipated that
additional sampling will be required by NYSDEC and the disposal
facility to be used. :

« Protection of human heaith from potential impacts of Site related
asbestos. The friable nature of ACM making up pipe insulation
throughout the Site represents a significant health and safety issue
for workers that may be involved in Site remediation.
Consequently, it is likely that asbestos removal will be required
prior to the initiation of other components of Site remediation in
order to protect worker health and safety and to prevent the
spread of asbestos fibers as a result of disturbance to ACM
resulting from remedial activities. Remediation of asbestos will
occur in compliance with existing regulations and will be
performed with the objective of minimizing remedial costs to the
City and State.

o Disposal of grease lines associated with facility machinery in a
manner protective of human health and the environment.
Remediation will be performed in a manner that minimizes
remedial costs to the City and State conforms with applicable or
appropriate regulations.

e Minimize, through selective building demolition or bracing, the
physical hazards presented by the structure which must be
addressed to conduct the Phase I remedial actions safely. Such
hazards may take the form of: 1) portions of the facility that are
currently dilapidated and, 2) portions of the facility that may be
structurally compromised in the future as a result of Phase I
remedial activities. Should building demolition prove necessary,
a method for building demolition will be selected based on cost-
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effectiveness. Title 3 Program eligibility for demolition will be
determined prior to initiation of demolition activities.

Respectfully submitted,

O’BRIEN & GERE ENGINEERS, INC.

: z
iy ) 9-\—
%mar, CIH, Ph.D.

Vice President
Prepared by:

Jeffrey E. Banikowski, CPG
Managing Scientist

Kyle E. Thomas
Project Scientist
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6. Addendum to Site Investigation Report and Associated Regulatory
Requirements

This report has been prepared as an addendum to the September
1994 Site Investigation Report and Associated Regulatory Requirements
- Bossert Site, prepared by O'Brien & Gere Engineers for the City
of Utica as part of the Bossert Site NYSDEC Title 3 Phase I site
remediation (Site Code: 6-33-029). This report summarizes
laboratory analytical data collected as a result of:

® roof sampling efforts carried out in July and August 1994

° a grease line sampling effort performed in August 1994

o debris re-sampling for reactivity performed in November
1994.

6.1. Background

6.1.1. Asbestos and PCBs

During preparation of the Draft Analysis of Alternatives Report
(O'Brien & Gere Engineers, 1994), data gaps were identified
associated with the following efforts proposed for Phase I at the Site:

L selected demolition in order to access presses or debris, or
both

L removal and disposal of grease lines at the Site.

Data gaps identified following initial sampling and associated with
these efforts were related to:

o the degree to which asbestos or PCBs, or both, are present
in roof materials that may be demolished
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were collected to provide lateral representation over the extent of
roof coverage of anticipated partial building demolition.

Asbestos sample locations were further selected in order to
characterize the different types of roof material present (such as
equipment flashing, perimeter flashing, built-up roof and vapor
barriers). A hammer and decontaminated cold chisel were used to
collect twenty-two samples of roughly 1% by 1%2 in. Samples were
placed in 2-0z sealable plastic bags and labelled with a unique sample
identification number.  Distances from sample locations to
identifiable features on site survey maps were measured and
recorded. The samples were placed in a box and shipped, via
overnight courier, to Taylor Environmental Group, Inc. (Taylor
Environmental) for analysis. Samples were analyzed using polarized
light microscopy (PLM). When appropriate, according to New York
State Department of Health (NYSDOH) regulations, negative results
obtained using PLM were confirmed using transmission electron
microscopy (TEM). Chisels used for sampling were decontaminated
between sample collection by scraping gross debris from the tool,
then soaking the tool in mineral spirits and wiping with an unused
paper towel. The procedure was repeated until no visible
contamination or staining was apparent.

PCB roof sample collection was performed using an extension ladder
for access to the roof interior. - Up to 6 sq in of the surface layer of
the decks was removed for PCB analysis using a battery powered
drill and a hole saw or using a hammer and chisel. Wood, shavings
and sawdust were collected in a dedicated plastic bag and, upon
completion of sampling at each location, placed in a glass sample
container provided by H2M Labs, Inc. (H2M Labs). Filled glass
containers were placed in a cooler with ice, and, at the completion
of sampling, shipped via overnight courier to H2M Labs
accompanied by completed chain of custody forms. It should be
noted that prior to collection of sample BD1-7, the battery for the
powered corer began to fail Consequently, sample BD1-7 was
collected from the surficial roof materials as opposed to coring.
Consequently, this area was resampled on August 17, 1994, as
discussed below.

On August 17, 1994, O’Brien & Gere Engineers and Harza Northeast
(formerly Stetson-Harza) performed a sampling effort at the Site to
further define PCB residues detected in one roof area as result of
the July 1994 sampling effort and to characterize PCB

FINAL: February 28, 1995
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concentrations, if any, in grease contained in grease lines at the Site

so that disposal methods for grease lines could be evaluated. Sample
locations are presented in Figure 7.

The grease sample was collected from the central grease supply room
(Figure 7). The large diameter grease feed lines were disassembled
and grease was displaced from the pipe into a glass container using
a dedicated wood dowel. The sample container was then placed in
a cooler and shipped accompanied by ice and a completed chain-of-
custody to H2M Labs for PCB analysis using USEPA Method 8080.

Health and safety and sampling equipment decontamination
procedures employed during the sampling effort were again
consistent with those specified in the Phase I Work Plan (O’Brien &
Gere Engineers, 1993).

On November 28, 1994, fifteen bulk samples were collected from
debris located in Areas 2 and 3 for reactivity reanalysis. The samples
were collected from wood, dust/soil (floor sweepings), and
cardboard. Wood samples were collected using a decontaminated
electric corer and decontaminated stainless steel spoon. Dust/soil
samples were collected using a decontaminated stainless steel spoon.
Sample containers, provided by H2M Labs, were labelled in the field
with unique sample identification numbers then placed in a cooler
with ice. Upon completion of the sampling effort the cooler was
shipped with a completed chain-of-custody form via overnight courier
to H2M Labs for analysis. Health and safety and sampling
equipment decontamination procedures employed during the
reactivity sampling effort were consistent with those specified in the
Phase I Work Plan (O'Brien & Gere Engineers, 1993).

Re-analyses for reactive cyanide were performed using a
performance-based method, as opposed to the USEPA Method cited
in the QAPP, in order to achieve acceptable surrogate recoveries.
As justification for the change, H2M Labs cited proceedings from 8th
Annual Waste Testing and Quality Assurance Symposium (July 1992)
which documented difficulties in attaining acceptable surrogate
recoveries using the USEPA approved method and recommended
using a performance-based method. The performance-based method
used by H2M was reviewed and approved by NYSDEC prior to
reanalysis for reactive cyanide.
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PRSI

6.3. Results
63.1. Asbestos
Results of asbestos analysis indicate that eight locations contain
asbestos at greater than 1% (regulatory threshold for classification
as asbestos containing material) of roof material, by weight. Table
6-1, below presents the results of roof asbestos analysis.
Table 6-1. Roof Asbestos Results
Sample Total
1D Asbestos Type of Roof Material Comment
Detected (%)
BRI-1 ND Residual sample <1%
Rolled roof of original subsample
weight. No transmission
electron microscopy
(TEM) confirmation
required. .
BR1-2 ND Rolled roof Based on confirmation
} BR1-3 28 Built-up roof
BR14 ND Rolled roof Based on confirmation
analysis using TEM.
BR1-5 42 Rolled roof Based on confirmation
analysis using TEM.
BR1-6 <10 Rolled roof Based on confirmation
analysis using TEM.
BR1.7 <10 Rolled roof Based on confirmation
analysis using TEM.
BR1-8 ND Rolled roof Residual sample <1%
of original subsample
weight. No TEM
confirmation required.
BR1-9 ND Rolled roof Residual sample <1%
of original subsample
weight No TEM
Srmation ired
FINAL: February 28, 1995 6-5 O’Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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Sample Total .
D Asbestos Type of Roof Material Comment
Detected (%)
BR1-10 ND Rolled roof Residual sample <1%
of original subsample
weight. No TEM
confirmation required.
BR1-11 335 Rolled roof Based on confirmation
BR1-12 <10 Rolled roof Based on confirmation
analysis using TEM.
BR2-1 <1.0 Perimeter flashing Based on confirmation
BR22 40 Perimeter flashing Based on confirmation
BR2-3 25 Perimeter flashing
BR24 ND Perimeter flashing Residual sample <1%
of original subsample
weight. No TEM
_ confirmation required.
BR2-§ ND Perimeter flashing Residual sample <1%
of original subsample
weight. No TEM
confirmation required.
BR2-6 <10 Perimeter flashing Based on confirmation
ysis using TEM.
BR3-1 22 Roof to wall counter
flashing
BR3-2 4.1 Roof to wall counter
flashing
BR4-1 11 Asphalt roof shingle Based on analysis using
TEM.
BR5-1 ND Tar paper under roof Based on analysis using
shingle TEM.

The western portion of the Press Room (Area 12) contains ACM in
roof flashing (BR3-2), main rolled roof (BR1-11), and asphalt roof
shingle (BR4-1). ACM was not detected in the three samples
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collected from the eastern portion of the Press Room (Area 12).
ACM was also detected in a sample collected from roof-to-wall
counter-flashing from Area 16 and in rolled roof (BR1-5), perimeter
flashing (BR2-3 and BR2-2), and built-up roofing (BR1-3) samples
collected from Areas 2 and 3.

63.2. PCBs ,

With the exception of sample BD1-7, results for samples collected in
July 1994 exhibit PCBs in the low ppm range. Sample BD1-7 (See
Figure 7) exhibited a PCB concentration of approximately 70 ppm,
but as explained earlier, this sample was not representative of the
roof decking at the location it was obtained. The three PCB samples

* (BDI1-11, BD1-12, and BD1-13) collected in August 1994 to further

delineate PCB concentrations in the area of sample BD1-7 exhibited
PCB concentrations in the low ppm range. Results of PCB roof
samples are presented in Table 6-2, below.

Table 6-2. Bossert Site Roof PCB Results

Sample ID  Total PCB in ppm (Aroclor 1254)

BD1-1 30
BD1-2 6.7
BD1-3 . 9.5
BD14 12
BD1-§ : 91
BD1-6 25
BD1-7 76.1
BD1-8 0.16
BD1-9 0.14
BD1-10 11
BD1-11 11.0
BD1-12 13
BD1-13 08
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++ The grease sample collected from the central grease supply line
indicated PCBs below the quantitation limit of 20 ppm.

633. Reactivity

Results of reactivity re-analyses indicate the samples are non-reactive
for releasable cyanide and sulfide and are not reactive to water.

6.4. Conclusions

6.4.1. Asbestos

Based on sampling results, roof materials in Areas 1,2, 3, 16 and the
western portion of Area 12 contain asbestos. If building demolition
is performed in these areas, roof demolition and disposal will be

subject to applicable regulations governing asbestos removal and
disposal.

6.42. PCBs

Analytical results indicate that roof materials in the press room, upon
demolition, would permitted to be disposed of as non-PCB waste.
Although BD1-7 exhibited PCB concentrations indicative of a PCB
waste material (greater than 35 ppm); as stated above, BD1-7 was
not collected in a representative manner. Because presses using
hydraulic fluid containing PCBs were mostly confined to Area 12,
roof PCB concentrations can be expected to be highest in this room.
Therefore, it can reasonably be expected that roof materials
throughout the facility contain less than 35 ppm PCBs and would not
require disposal as PCB waste.

Because PCBs were not detected in grease line contents, grease lines
and grease contents will not require disposal as PCB waste.
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6.43. Reactivity

The results of re-sampling for reactivity, in combination with the
TCLP results presented in Section 4.2, indicate that debris located in
Areas 2 and 3 is non-hazardous based on federal RCRA regulations.
However, as stated in Section 5.1, means for disposal of debris
located in Areas 2 and 3 would be classified as TSCA PCB waste
based on a 35 ppm threshold. As discussed in Section 5.1, means for
disposal of debris in Areas 2 and 3 will be predicated on PCB
concentrations.
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7. Second addendum to Site Investigation Report and Associated Regulatory
Requirements '

This report has been prepared as a second addendum to the September
1994 Site Investigation Report and Associated Regulatory Requirements -
Bossert Site, prepared by O'Brien & Gere Engineers for the City of
Utica as part of the Bossert Site NYSDEC Title 3 Phase I site
remediation (Site Code: 6-33-029). This report summarizes field and
laboratory analytical data collected as a result of PCB and mercury
sampling performed in August 1995.

7.:. Background

During the development of Phase I clean-up alternatives and design
documents, data gaps were identified with respect to:

. the concentration of PCBs in structural material
. the surficial concentration of PCBs on structural materials and on
machinery other than the twenty-eight metal stamping presses.

In order to address these data gaps, a structural PCB sampling effort and
a transformer and machinery wipe sampling effort was proposed to the
City. On behalf of the City, the State was petitioned for reimbursement
for costs associated with the effort as Title 3 eligible. On June 28, 1995,
NYSDEC confirmed that the sampling effort represented a Title 3 eligible
cost. At NYSDEC’s request, sampling of boiler room sump sediments
for mercury analysis was added to the scope of the sampling effort.

FINAL: October 23, 1995 o 1
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Table 7-2 presents wipe sampling heights and locations.
Table 7-2. Bossert Site structural wipe samples

Sample Sampie height (ﬁ) Location
B1 8 Area 11
B2 8 Press Room
B4 8 Press Room
B5 8 Press Room
B8 8 Area 3
7.23. Mercury

On August 22, 1995, mercury samples were collected from the trench
drain and the west sump of the boiler room (see Figure 8). Samples were
analyzed using USEPA Method 7471.

7.3. Results
73.1. Bulk PCBs
As shown in Table 7-3, PCB results are consistently below 4 ppm. These
results are significantly below the 35 ppm conservative threshold for
classification as PCB waste (see Section 4, Site Investigation Report and
Associated Regulatory Requirements). '
Table 7-3. Bossert site - Site Code 633029
structural samples - PCB results (reported as Aroclor 1254)
Sampie PCB concentration (MG/KG) USEPA 8080
as determined by field GC confirmation (MG/KG)
BSO1 - 154U -
BS02 1540 -
BS03 1.54 U -
BS04 1.49J -
BSOS 294 . -
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Sampie PCB concentration (MG/KG) USEPA 8080
as determined by field GC confirmation (MG/KG)
BS06 325 -
‘BSO7 1.394 -
BS08 1.54 U -
BS09 : 251 -
BS10 1.63 -
BS11 154U ‘ -
BS12 1.68 -
BS13 324 3.30
BS14 1.54 U -
BS15 1.54 4 -
BS16 0.7 J -
BS17 0.88J 0.180
BS18 ) 1.54 U -
BS19 1.54 U ' -

Notes U: Compound was analyzed for but not detected.

J: Indicates an estimated value, less than the reporting limit but greater
than zero. .

Laboratory confirmation for BS-13 (the sample in which PCBs were
detected above the method detection limit for the field GC method) using
USEPA Method 8080 shows sufficient agreement to conclude that, based
on field GC results, PCB concentrations are significantly below the TSCA
criteria of 50 ppm for consideration as a PCB waste for disposal
purposes. The criteria for disposal as PCB waste will be provided by the
USEPA prior to facility demolition.
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KET:pem\82:D
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Site Investigation Report and Associated Regulatory Requirements

73.2. Wipe PCB sampling

Results of transformer and machinery wipe sampling are presented in
Table 7-4, below.

Table 7-4. Bossert site - Site Code 633029

wipe samples - PCB results (reported as Arocior 1254)

Sample Source PCB level
(#rg/100 cm?)
XMO1 Area 12 fumace 68
XM02 Area 12 washing machine 31
XT01 transformer inside north 20U
transformer room
XT02 transformer outside north 4.5
transformer room
XT03 transformer inside south 55
transformer room
XT15 transformer inside south 10
fransformer room
XMQ03 Wheelabrator in Area 2 980
XT04 transformer at room off 20U
loading dock
B1 east interior wall - Area 11 3.9
B2 east interior wall - Press 57
Room
B4 north' face of steel column - 85
Press Room )
B5 west interior wall - Press 340
Room .
B8 west interior wall - Area 2 83

Notes U: Compound was analyzed for but not detected.

The above wipe sample results indicate that, except for two transformers,

TSCA criteria (10 ug/100 cm?) for unrestricted use are exceeded on each
item sampled.

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

FINAL: October 23, 1995
KET:pem\82:D
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7. Second addendum to Site Investigation Report and Associated Regulatory Requirements

733. Mercury

The sample collected from the boiler room trench line (S01) resulted in
a total mercury concentration of 4.8 mg/kg. The mercury result for S02
collected from the west sump was 4.2 mg/kg.

7.4. Conclusions

Based on sample results presented above, and the roof PCB results
presented in Section 6 (first addendum to Site Investigation Report and
Associated Regulatory Requirements), it appears that the structure, if
demolished, would generate demolition materials that would not be
classified as TSCA PCB waste if disposed, pending approval by the
USEPA Region II PCB Coordinator.

Structural wipe samples and conversations with Mr. David Greenlaw
(USEPA Regional PCB Coordinator) indicate that, should the building -
remain standing subsequent. to Phase I remediation, mterior
decontamination of strictural surfaces followed by encapsulation could
be required in order to de-list the Site and reuse the facility.

Equipment wipe samples indicate that transformer carcasses and
miscellaneous machinery at the Site would require surficial
decontamination to below 10 pg/100 cm? prior to reuse or to below 100
1g/100 cm? prior to metal reclamation. The high level of PCBs present
on the Wheelabrator requires that this machine be decontaminated or
disposed as a PCB waste in a NYSDEC or TSCA approved landfill.
Other machinery may be permitted to be disposed of as solid, non-
hazardous waste. Additional confirmation testing during Phase I remedial
construction may be required.

Sediments in the boiler room sumps and trench drain may require
disposal as hazardous waste based on characteristic toxicity for mercury.

* Toxicity Characteristic Leachate Procedure (TCLP) analysis for mercury
will be required to assess disposal alternatives.

FINAL: October 23, 1995 7 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
KET:pem\82:D
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P+ 2 UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

: 3
i 3 REGION II
m; EDISON. NEW JERSEY 08837
U amg't™ -
August 6, 1993 toad R
Kyle F Thomas, Scientist AUG"? 1993

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
P.O. Box 4873

5000 Brittonfield Parkway
Syracuse, New York 13221

Dear Mr. Thomas:

In your letter of February 19, 1993 to Mr. Daniel Kraft you
requested that EPA review issues pertaining to the cleanup and
disposal of PCB contaminated materials at the Bossert Site in
Utica New York. The Bossert Site was the subject of a CERCLA
emergency response by USEPA Region II. When the emergency
removal action was complete there remained two stockpiles of
potentially PCB contaminated materials in addition to potentially
contaminated equipment, buildings and appurtenances. The city of
Utica, New York now owns the property and your firm is performing
an investigation and remedial design to address the remaining
contamination on the property. We have reviewed the information
you provided and provide the following conclusions:

1. Based on the nature of the materials and the history of the
site (specifically USEPA's activities under CERCLA)
materials may be segregated for disposal based on their
.actual PCB concentration. (PCBs may not be diluted by the
City of Utica or its agents to avoid a concentration based
requirement other than as provided in the PCB regulations
for activities such as cleanup of surfaces and
decontamination. This is the same restriction as applies to
CERCLA activities under the Superfund PCB Policy)

2. Sampllng of debris is to determine if "hot spots" with PCB -
concentrations greater than 50 ppm are in each portion of
debris. You have indicated that debris will be sorted by
type and visible contamination. Once sorted, the debris
will be sampled to characterize it for disposal. The debris
should be delineated into batches with at least one sample
per batch. The maximum batch size is twenty cubic yards.

If any sample from a batch is over 50 ppm PCBs then the
batch would be handled as being over 50 ppm PCBs.
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Debris with impervious surfaces must be disposed as a PCB
waste if it is contaminated with PCBs at more than

100 pg/100 cm? as measured by standard wipe tests. This
type of debris may be decontaminated as an alternative to
disposal as a PCB waste.

3. As Mr. Greenlaw of my staff has mentioned, non-PCB dlsposal
facilities may limit the level of PCB contamlnatlon they
will accept to 51gn1f1cantly less then 50 ppm. Also, many
disposal facilities' (PCB and non-PCB) have their own
sampling plan requirements. For these reasons it may be
important to have input from the disposal facilities early
to avoid conflicts with their criteria. We do not have
specific information on these disposal requirements.

4. The proposed cleanup level of 10 ppm PCBs for soils and
concrete slab foundations to be left on the site is
appropriate based on EPA's regquirements.

5. Building interiors should be cleaned up to the standards in
the PCB Spill Cleanup Policy (Spill Policy), Subpart G of
40 C.F.R. Part 761. Surface based cleanup criteria may be
applied to concrete and other porous materials provided the
material is also sampled in some locations, usually where
contamination is/was the greatest, to demonstrate that by
cleaning the surface the PCB contamination has been
substantially addressed. If normal cleanup procedures
cannot achieve the standards in the Spill Policy we will be
happy to discuss alternatives.

6. Equipment cleaned to 10 pg/100 cm? is unrestricted by the
PCB regqulations. Equipment cleaned to 100 pg/100 cm® may be
disposed as a non-PCB waste. Disposed means that this
equipment would be smelted, shredded or otherwise destroyed.
Disposed does not include reused as parts.

We hope the above discussion address the issues raised in your
letter. We.will be ready to assist you in clarlfylng any issue
related to the PCB requlations that arises in the course of this
remediation. Formal EPA approval is not required to implement
this PCB remediation. If you need any further assistance you may
call Mr. David Greenlaw at (908) 906-6817

Sincerely,

,‘_//0;,1. 2 T C} @574%&

Ernest A. Regna, Chief
Pesticides and Toxic Substances Branch
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O’BRIEN & GERE ENGINEERS, INC. MEMORANDUM .
To:  File 1 cc: Scott Braymer
From: Jeff Banikowskxqt ‘
Re: Phone conversation with Mr. David Greenlaw,
U.S.EPA Region 2
File: 450.046

Date: Tuly 18, 1994

On July 12, 1994, this writer held a phone conversation with Mr. Greenlaw, U.S.EPA Region 2, PCB
Program Coordinator. The purpose of the phone conversation was to discuss U.S.EPA’s position
relative to remediation of the Bossert facility. It should be noted that Mr. Greenlaw was familiar with
the site and indicated that he had conversed with Mr. Kyle Thomas (O’'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.)
on several occasions. Mr. Greenlaw offered the following information:

. The PCB hydraulic machines contained within the Bossert facility are subject to regulations
under 40 CFR Part 761.60, subpart D. These regulations indicate that, if the hydraulic oil
contained within the machines is less than 1000 ppm PCBs, then the only requirement for
disposal of the machines (ie. disposal of as a municipal solid waste or salvage) is that the oil
be drained from the hydraulic reservoir. In the event that the hydraulic oil contained in the
reservoir is greater than 1000 ppm PCBs, the hydraulic machine would require flushing with a
solvent prior to disposal. In this case, Mr. Greenlaw noted that it was likely that the solvent
would be regulated as a hazardous waste under 40 CFR Part 261 and applicable state
regulations. (A copy of 40 CFR Part 761.60, subpart D and its 6 NYCRR counterpart is
attached).

® Mr. Greenlaw indicated that, although the regulations would not require exterior cleaning of the
machines under the scenario provided above, his agency would not be receptive to removal of
the machines without a gross exterior cleaning to remove grease and accumulated oils. He
further indicated that no testing of the exterior would be necessary to evaluate the exterior
cleanliness of the'machines, only visual observations that the machines were (relatively) clean.

® Mr. Greenlaw stated that 40 CFR 1761.60, subpart D requires removal of the machines off-site;
it does not authorize the machines to be left in place. Mr. Greenlaw indicated that a
satisfactory level of cleanliness for leaving the machine on-site would be 10 ug/100 cm’, as
provided in 40 CFR Part 761.(PCB Spill Clean-up Policy). However, Mr. Greenlaw stated that
he had reservations about attempting to clean the metal stamping presses at Bossert to this level
without taking them apart to permit a thorough cleaning of hard to reach parts.

L Mr. Greenlaw noted that BIF regulations may affect the selection of smelters who could reclaim
the presses and suggested that we contact Mr. John Brogard (U.S.EPA) to discuss specific air
discharge regulations governing reclaimation of the presses by smelting.




§ 750.41

persons other than EPA may be grant-
ed on the record of the hearing by the
person chairing it or in writing by the
HBearing Chairman.

§750.41 Final ruie

(a) As soon as feasible after the
deadline for submittal of reply com-
ments, EPA will issue a fingal rule. EPA
will also publish at that time:

(1) A list of all material added to the
record (other than public comments
and material from the hearing record)
which has not previously been listed in
a Proeral RECISTER document. and

(2) The effective date of the rule.

(b) Pursuant to the delegation of au-
thority made in the Preamble to the
Final Regulation for the PCB Manu.
facturing, Processing, Distribution in
Commerce and Use Prohibitions, the
Assistant Administrator for Preven-
tion, Pesticides and Toxic Substances
will grant or deny petitions under sec-
tion 6(eX3XB) of TSCA submitted
pursuant to §750.31. The Assistant
Administrator will act on such peti-
tions subsequent to opportunity for an
informal hearing pursuant to this rule,

(¢) In determining whether to grant
an exemption to the PCB ban, EPA
will apply the two standards enunci-
ated in section 6(eX3IXB) of TSCA.

PART 761-POLYCHLORINATED Bl
PHENYLS (PCBs) MANUFACTUR-
ING, PROCESSING, DISTRIBUTION
IN COMMERCE, AND USE PROHIBI.
TIONS :

Subpart A—General

Sec.

761.1" Appiicability.
761.3 Definitions.
761.19 References.

Subpert B—Manutfaciuring, Precsssing, Distri-
butien in Commerce, end Use of PCls and
PCB items :

781.20 Prohibitions
76130 Authorizations

Subpert C—Mariing of PCls end PC3 ltems

181.40 Marking requirements.
761.45 Marking formats. .

40 CFR Ch. | (7-1-92 Ediyi,
Subpart O—Storage and Dispesel

Disposal requirements.
Storzge for disposal.
Incineration.

Chiemical waste landfills,
Decontaminstion.

Svbpert E—Exemptions

761.30 Manufacturing, processing, and g
tribution in commerce exemptions.

Subpart F—{Resarved]

Subpart G--PCS Spill Cleanvp Policy

781.120 Scope.
761.123 Definitions.
761.125 Requirements for PCB spill clean.

up.
761.130 Sampling requirements,
761.135 Effect of complisnce with thig

policy and enforcement.

1761.80
761.65
761.70
781.75
761.78

Subperts H—! [Reserved]
Subpart J—General Recurds and Reporn

761.180 Records and monitoring.

1761.188 Certifiestion program and reten.
tion or records by importers and persons
generating PCBs {n excluded manufac.

turing processes.

1761.187 Reporting importers and by per-
sons generating PCBs in excluded manu-
facturing processes,

761.193 Masintenance of monitoring records
by persons who import, manufacture.
process, distribute in commerce, or, use
chemicals containing insdvertently gen-
erated PCRs.

Subpart K—PCR Waeste Dispesai Records and
. Reperts

761.202 EPA {dentification numbers.

761.205 Notification of PCB waste activity
(EPA Form 7T710-53).

781.207 The - manifest—genersl require
ments,

Use of the manifest,

Retention of manifest records.

Manifest discrepancies.

Unmanifested waste report.

761.215 Exception reporting.

761.218 Certificute of Disposal

Aurmoxrry: 1S US.C. 2808, 2607, 261l
2614, and 2818,

761.208
761.209
761.210
761.211

Subpart A—General

§761.1 Appilcability.

(8) This part establishes prohibitions
of, and requirements for, the manufac-
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gﬂvirenmonﬁl Protection Agency

capacitors. and all small PCB capaci-
(ors described in paragraph (b)(2X(iv)

of this section. shall be placed in one

of the Department of Transportation
specification containers identified in
$761.65(c)X(6) or in containers that
cOm;::ly with 49 CFR 178.118 (specifi.
cation 1TH containers). Large PCB ca-
pacitors which are too big to fit inside
one of these containers shall be placed
in 2 container with strength and dura.
pility equivalent to the DOT specifica-
tion containers. In all cases, intersti-
tial space in the container shall be
filled with sufficient absorbent materi.
al (such as sawdust or soil) to absorb
any liquid PCBs remaining in the ca-
pacitors.

(3) PCB hydroulic machines. PCB
nydraulic -machines containing PCBs
at concentrations of S0 ppm or greater
such as die casting machines may be
disposed of as municipal solid waste or
salvage provided that tHe machines
are drained of all free-flowing liquid
and the liquid is disposed of in accord.
ance with the provisions of paragraph
(a) of this section. If the PCB liquid
contains 1000 ppm PCB or greater,
then the hydraulic machine must be
flushed prior to disposal with a solvent
containing less than 50 ppm PCB
under transformer solvents at para-
graph (BX1XiXB) of this section and
the solvent disposed of in accordance
with paragraph (a) of this section.

(4) PCB-Contaminated Electrical
Equipment. All PCB-Contaminated
Electrical Equipment except capaci-
tors shall be disposed of by draining
all free flowing liquid from the electri-
cal equipment and disposing of the
liquid in accordance with paragraph

(aX2) or (3) of this section. The dispos- -

al of the drained electrical equipment
is not regulatad by this rule. Capaci-
tors that contain between 50 and 500
ppm PCEs shall be disposed of in an
incinerator that complies with § 761.70
or in a chemical waste landfill that
complies with § 761.75.

(8) Other PCB Articies. (1) PCB arti-
cles with concentrations at 500 ppm or
greater must be disposed of:

(A) In an incinerator that complies
with § 761.70; or

(B) In a chemical waste landfill that
complies with § 761.75. provided that
all free-flowing liquid PCBs have been

§761.60

thoroughly drained from any articles
before the articles are placed in the
chemical waste landfill and that the
drained liquids are disposed of in an
incinerator that complies with
§ 761.70.

(i1) PCB Articies with a PCB concen-
tration between 50 and 500 ppm must
be disposed of by draining all free
flowing liquid from the articie and dis-
posing of the liquid in accordance with
paragraph (aX2) or (3) of this section.
The disposal of the drained article is
not regulated by this rule.

(6) Storage of PCEB Articles. Except
for a PCB Article described in para-
graph (b)X2)(il) of this section and hy-
draulic machines that comply with the
municipal solid waste disposal provi-
sions described in paragraph (bX3) of
this section. any PCB Article, with
PCB concentrations at 50 ppm or
greater, shall be stored in accordance
with § 761.65 prior to disposal.

(c) PCB Containers. (1) Unless de-
contaminated in compliance with
§ 761.79 or as provided in paragraph
(c)2) of this section, a PCB container
with PCB concentrations at 500 ppm
or greater shall be disposed of:

(i) In an incinerator which complies
with § 761.70, or

(i1) In a chemical waste landfill that
complies with § 761.75; provided that if
there are PCBs in a liquid state, the
PCB Container shall first be drained
and the PCB liquid disposed of in ac-
cordance with paragraph (a) of this
section.

(2) Any PCB Container used to con-
tain only PCBs at a concentration less
than 500 ppm shall be disposed of as
municipal solid wastes; provided that
if the PCBs are in a liquid state, the
PCB Container shall first be drained
and the PCB liquid shall be disposed
of in accordance with paragraph (a) of
this section.

(3) Prior to disposal, a PCB contain-
er with PCB concentrations at 50 ppm
or greater shall be stored in a facility
which complies with § 781.55.

(d) Spills. (1) Spills and other uncon-
trolled discharges of PCBs at concen-
trations of 50 ppm or greater consti-
tute the disposal of PCBs.

(2) PCBs resuiting from the clean-up
and removal of spills, leaks, or other
uncontrolled discharges, must be

387
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-spacitors., and all small PCB capaci-
;ors described In paragraph (bX2X)iv)
of this section. shall be piaced in one
of the Department of Transportation
specification containers identified in
$761.65(cX68) or in containers that
comply with 49 CFR 178.118 (specifi-
cation 1TH containers). Large PCB ca
pacitors which are too big to fit inside
one of these containers shall be placed
in 2 container with strength and dura-
pility equivalent to the DOT specifica-
tion containers. In all cases. intersti-
tal space in the container shall be
filled with sufficient absorbent materi-
a2} (such as sawdust or soil) to absorb
any liquid PCHBs remaining in the ca-
pacitors.

(3) PCB hydraulic machines. PCB
nydraulic -machines containing PCBs
at concentrations of 50 ppm or greater
such as die casting machines may be
disposed of as municipal solid waste or
salvage provided that tHe machines
are drained of all free-flowing liquid
and the liquid is disposed of in accord-
ance with the provisions of paragraph
(a) of this section. If the PCB liquid
contains 1000 ppm PCB or greater,
then the hydraulic machine must be
flushed prior to disposal with a solvent
containing less than §0 ppm PCB
under transformer solvents at para-
graph (BX1IXiIXB) of this section and
the solvent disposed of in accordance
with paragraph (a) of this section.

(4) PCB-Contaminated Electrical
Equipment. All PCB-Contaminated
Electrical Equipment except capaci-
tors shall be disposed of by draining
all free flowing liquid from the electri-
cal equipment and disposing of the
liquid in accordance with paragraph

(aX2) or (3) of this section. The dispos-

al of the drained electrical equipment
is not regulated by this rule. Capaci.
tors that contain between 50 and 500
ppm PCBs shall be disposed of in an
incinerator that complies with § 761.70
or in a chemical waste landfill that
complies with § 761.75.

(§8) Other PCB Articles. (1) PCB arti.
cles with concentrations at 500 ppm or
greater must be disposed of:

(A) In an incinerator that complies
*1th § 761.70: or

(3) In a chemical waste landfill that
tomplies with § 761.75. provided that
all free-flowing liquid PCBs have been

§761.60

thoroughly drained from any articles
before thie articles are placed in the
chemical waste landfill and that the
drained liquids are disposed of in an
incinerator that complies with
§ 761.70.

(ii) PCB Articles with a PCB concen-
tration between 50 and 500 ppm must
be disposed of by draining all free
flowing liquid from the article and dis-
posing of the liquid in accordance with
paragraph (aX2) or (3) of this section.
The disposal of the drained article is
not regulated by this rule.

(8) Storage of PCEB Articles. Except
for a PCB Article described in para-
graph (bX2Xii) of this section and hy-
draulic machines that comply with the
municipal solid waste disposal provi-
sions described in paragraph (bX3) of
this section. any PCRB Article, with
PCB concentrations at 50 ppm or
greater, shall be stored in accordance
with § 761.65 prior to disposal.

(c) PCB Containers. (1) Unless de-
contaminated in compliance with
§ 761.79 or as provided in paragraph
(e)X(2) of this section, a PCB container
with PCB concentrations at 500 ppm
or greater shall be disposed of:

(i) In an incinerator which complies
with § 761.70, or

(i) In a chemical waste landfill that
complies with § 761.75; provided that if
there are PCBs in a liquid state, the
PCB Container shall first be drained
and the PCB liquid disposed of in ac-
cordance with paragraph (a) of this
section.

(2) Any PCB Container used to con-
tain only PCBs at a concentration less
than 500 ppm shall be disposed of as
municipal solid wastes: provided that
if the PCBs are in a liquid state, the
PCB Container shall first be drained
and the PCB liquid shall be disposed
of in accordance with paragraph (a) of
this section.

(3) Prior to disposal. a PCB contain-
er with PCB concentrations at 50 ppm
or greater shall be stored in a facility
which complies with § 761.65.

(d) Spills. (1) Spills and other uncon-
trolled discharges of PCBs at concen-
trations of S0 ppm or greater consti-
tute the disposai of PCBs.

(2) PCBs resuiting from the clean-up
and removal of spills, leaks, or other
uncontrolled discharges, must be
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CHAPTER IV QUALITY SERVICES . ’ § 371.4

DEC Waste
hazardous :
wasie number
Boo4 PCB articles containing 50 ppm or greater of PCB's, but less than 500

ppm PCB's, excluding small capacitors. This includes ofl-filled electrical
equipment whose PCB concentration is unknown, except for circuit
breakers, reciosers and cable.

B00S PCB articies, other than transformers, that contain 500 ppm or greater
ot PCRB'’s. excluding small capacitors.

B00s PCB transformers. PCRB transformers means any transformer that con-
tains 500 ppm PCB or greater.

j={virg Other PCB wastes, including contaminated soil, solids, siudges. clothing,

rags and dredge material.

Note: PCRB's are also regulated by 40 CFR part 761. A persan must com-
ply with both this Part and 40 CFR part 781 (see section 370.1(e]
of this Title).

(2) Drained PCB articles. (1) Except as provided in subparagraphs (i) and (ili)
- of this paragraph, drained PCB articles containing at least 50 ppm PCB’s are reg-
ulated as hazardous waste.

(i) PCB articles, except capacitors, that contain between 50 and 500 ppm PCB,
are no longer regulated as PCB listed hazardous waste provided that all free-flowing
liquid has been drained from the article. The drained liquid is a listed hazardous
waste, as is any solvent used for flushing.

(i) (a) Hydraulic machines containing less than 1,000 pprz PCB are no longer
regulated as PCB listed hazardous waste, provided that all free-flowing liquid has
been drained from the hydraulic machine. The drained liquid is a listed hazardous
waste, as is any solvent used for flushing.

(b) Hydraulic machines containing 1,000 ppm PCB or greater are no longer
regulated as PCB listed hazardous waste, provided that all free-flowing liquid has
been drained from the hydraulic machine, and the drained hydraulic machine is
flushed with a solvent in which PCB's are readily soluble. The solvent to be used
for tlushing must contain less than 50 ppm PCB. The drained liquid and the soivent
used for flushing are listed hazardous wastes.

(3) Definitions. (1) PCB article means any manufactured article, other than a
PCB container, that contains PCB's and whose surtace(s) has been in direct contact
with PCB's. PCB article includes capacitors, transtormers, electric motors, circuit
breakers, reclosers, voltage regulators, switches (including sectionalizers and mo-
tor starters), electromagnets, cable, hydraulic machines, pumps, pipes, and any
other manufactured item which is formed to a specific shape or design during man.
ufacture, has end use function(s) dependent in whole or in part upon its shape or
design during end use, and has either no change of chemical composition during its
end use or ocnly those changes of composition which have no commercial purpose
separate from that of the PCB article.

(1) Small capacitor means a capacitor which contains less than 1.38 kg (3 Ib.)
of dielectric fluid. The following assumptions may be used if the actual weight of
the dielectric fluid is unknown. A capacitor whose total volume is less than 1.639
cubfic centimeters (100 cubic inches) may be considered to contain less thap 1.38 kg
(31b.) of dielectric fluid and a capacitor whose total volume is more than 3,278 cubic
centdmeters (200 cubic inches) must be considered to contain more than 1.38 kg (3
Ib.) of dislectric fluid. A capacitor whose volume is between 1,639 and 3.278 cubic

200173 CN 11.30-83




BOS - 1.4049

O'BRIEN & GERE ENGINEERS, INC. MEMORANDUM
To:  File A cc: Scott Braymer
From: Jeff Banikowski: Kyle Thomas

Re: Phone conversatians with Bill Yeomans and
John Miccoli, NYSDEC RCRA Program

File:  450.046

Date: - July 18, 1994

On Monday, July 11, 1994, this writer and Scott Braymer held a phone conversation with Bill Yeomans
and John Miccoli, NYSDEC. The purpose of the phone conference (initiated by this writer at the
direction of Ray Lupe, NYSDEC Project Supervisor) was to obtain information from NYSDEC relative
to the apphcatlon of 6 NYCRR Parts 370-376 to Phase 1 of the Bossert Site clean-up. Dunng the
conversation, Mr. Yeomans and Mr. Miccoli offered the following information:

° The PCB waste streams at Bossert would be classified as either B002 waste or B007 waste.
Specifically, the debris in areas 2 and 3 is a B0O07 waste, while hydraulic oil exceeding 50 ppm
PCBs is a B002 waste for disposal purposes.

Mr. Miccoli emphasized the notification, certification requirements needed to comply with the
treatment, shipment, and disposal of PCBs as a state listed hazardous waste. Mr. Miccoli
indicated that the City would act as generator of the matenal and that the waste would be
manifested under 6 NYCRR 372.2.

. Mr. Micceoli indicated that U.S.EPA 40 CFR Part 761 carries the burden for waste exiting
regulatory requirements in that the U.S.EPA would need to provide an opinion as to remedial
alternatives at the Bossert Site for disposal of PCB containing waste materials. He indicated
that if TSCA agrees with the NYSDEC as to the disposal of the material in question, that the
regulations would be sufficiently satisfied.

® Mr. Miccoli indicated that he would like his office to receive a copy of a summary report
providing our recommended approach for Phase 1 remediation at Bossert prior to finalization
of the FS. He indicated that correspondence should be sent to Larry Naddler, Section Chief.

. Mr. Miccoli indicated that, in the event that the metal stamping presses were decontaminated
using a solvent or detergent wash, that the filter used in cleaning the waste would likely
concentrate PCBs to the extent that they would be regulated as a hazardous waste.

Both Mr. Yeomans and Mr. Miccoli indicated that they would be receptive to further conversations if
the need arose during development of the FS. Each individual was quite helpful in explaining
NYSDEC's position relative to PCB waste streams.
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List of abbreviations

ACM
ARAR
ASP
CERCLA

CFR
CIRAP
CPP

ECL

EQBA
FSP
HASP

kg

mg
MS
MSD
NCP

NYSDEC

NYSDOH
OHM
PCB

ppb

ppm

PRP
QA/QC
QAPP

SCP
SCG

asbestos containing material

applicable or relevant and appropriate requirement
Analytical Services Protocol

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation
and Liability Act

Code of Federal Regulations

conceptual investigation and remedial action plan
citizen participation plan

centimeter

Environmental Conservation Law of the State of New
York Article 27, Title 13 entitled "Historic Hazardous
Waste Disposal Sites"

Environmental Quality Bond Act

field sampling plan

health and safety plan

gallon

kilogram

liter

milligram

matrix spike

matrix spike duplicate

National Oil & Hazardous Substances Pollution
Contingency Plan (40 CFR 300)

New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation

New York State Department of Health

O.H. Materials Corp.

polychlorinated biphenyl

parts per billion

parts per million

potentially responsible party

quality assurance and quality control

quality assurance project plan

request for proposals

spill cleanup plan

standards, criteria or guidance documents

Draft: September 9, 1954
DIvR2G

31 O’Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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Site investigation report

SIR site investigation report
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TABLE 1

BOSSERT SITE

SITE NO. 633029

"WIPE SAMPLES

-PCBs (reported as Aroclor 1254)

PRESSES DEBRIS DRUMS
SAMPLE # |PCBs 1Q SAMPLE# | PCBs |Q SAMPLE #PCBs lQ
XP0S0 140 | XDO0O01 | 149 | | XB0O1 | 9|
XP101 30 U XD002 | 110 | XBog2 | 20 |
XP102 250 XD003 40 |J XB0Q3 | 71
XP103 140 XD0oo4 20 |
XP106 30 |U XD00s 180
XP107 60 |U XDO0o8 60 |J CRATES
XP108 50 {U XDo07 130 |
XP112 430 XD008 21 SAMPLE #/PCBs Q
XP117 120 |J XD009 40 | XC001 30 |J
XP118 20 {U XCo02 21U
XP119 40 |U XCo03 21U
XP120 10 iU
XP121 100
XP123 680
XP124 200
XP128 420
XP133 750
XP135 20 U
XP137 870
XP138 1800
XP170 70
XP200 S0
XP201 280
XP202 330
XP204 260
XP205 1000
XP206 30 |U
XP513 410
Units = pg/100 cm2

J = Estimated value )

U = Compound analyzed for but not detected.

As stated in Section 3.1, press numbaers correspond to numeric portion of wipe sample designation.

As stated in Section 3.1, debris samples were collected from various articles of metal debris.

As stated in Section 8.1, crate samples were collected from the metal portion of large steel and wood transport Crates.

As stated in Section 3.1, drum samples were collected from the exterior of three 55-gal drums located in Area 3.

Samples were collected from December 8, 1993 until December 14, 1993 by Kyle Thomas (O'Brien & Gere Engineers),
and Patricia Rosato and Jeft Buliis (Stetson-Harza).

As stated in the QAPP for the project, samples were analyzed using USEPA Method 8080 by H2M Labs, Inc. Data were
validated by Data Validation Services, North Creek, New York.




TABLE 2
BOSSERT SITE
SITE NO. 633028
DEBRIS SAMPLES
PCBs (Reported as Aroclor 1254)

SAMPLE #

PCBs

PCBs

M* SAMPLE # Q* IM* SAMPLE #PCBs Q |M*
BD0O1 62000 ) |W BD0O37 1900 |w BDO73- 78 S
80002 53|14 (W 80038 0.26 U W BDO74 701 IS
BD0OO3 1100w BD039 5.4 W 80075 37 S
BD004 1044 W BD040 0.33|U W BDO76 32 IS
B8D00S 1.7 |W BD041 0.29 W BDO77 49 IS
BDOO6 0.98 |J |W 80042 0.063 W BDO78 1.2 S
BDOO7 2.9 w BD043 0.16 W BDO79 1.7 S
BD008 2.4 w BDO44 0.41 W BDO080 48 S
BD009 11 W BD045 17 W BDO081 3.8 S
80010 7.1 W BDO46 130 S BD082 9 IS
8D0T1 0.24 U W BD047 4.5 S BDO083 710 S
BD012 1 (W BD048 200 |S BD084 22 S
BD013 590 W BD049 120 S BDO08S 5500 S
BDO14 110 w BDOS0 120 S BD086 410 S
BD015 1710 |W BDOS1 74 [ BD087 160 S
BDO16 0.25 |U |W 80052 4|J IS BDO88 1.2 1S
BDO17 21 |4 W BDOS3 200 S BDO089 0.23 S
BDO18 170 W BD054 71 S BD090 9 S
BD019 0.321U |w BDO5S 170 S BDOS1 0.12 S
BD020 2.6 W BDOS6 79 S B0092 190 S
BD021 6.3 Cc BDO57 6314 |S BD093 17 IS
BD022 28 Cc BD058 74 S BD0%4 10 S
BD023 7.5 [ BDOS9 27 S BDO0SS 16J IS
BDO24 6314 |C BDO60 52 S BD0%6 26 S
BDO25 6.9 C BDO061 18 S BD097 9.9 S
BD026 0.75 |U |C BDO62 17 S BD098 11 S
BD027 7.1 C BD063 1 S BDO09%9 58 S
80028 5.6 C BDO64 471 IS BD100 39 S
80029 0.67 1U |C BD065 160 S BD101 1314 IS
BDO30 1.2 C BD066 15 S BD102 29 S
BDO031 11 [+ BD067 84 S BD103 45 S
BD032 68.3]J |C BD068 7.4 S BD104 43 S
BD033 4914 |C BDO063 41 iS BD105 1" S
B8D034 17 c BDO70 31 S BD106 2201 |S
BD035 1 C BDO71 3.7 S BD107 8.8 W
BDO36 0.49 U W BDO72 370 S BD108 2910 Iw
UNITS = mg/Kg
* Qualitier: ** Matrix:

J = Estimated W = Wood

U = Not detected S = Sweepings

C = Cardboard

BOS - 1.4053

As stated in Section 3.2, debris samples were collected from various articles of wood, cardboard and floor sweepings
in Areas 2and 3.
Samples were collected from December 7, 1993 until December 15, 1993 by Kyle Thomas (O’Brien & Gere Engineers),
and Patricia Rosato and Jeft Bullis (Stetson-Harza).
As stated in the QAPP tfor the project, samples were analyzed using USEPA Method 8080 by H2M Labs, Inc. Data were
validated by Data Validation Services, North Creek, New York.
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TABLE 3
BOSSERT SIME
> SITE NO. 633029
— OIL SAMPLES
PCB (reported as Arocior 1254)

SAMPLE # |PCBs Q
80002 51 J
80003 30

BO004 29

BO0CS 14

BO008 78

TABLE 4

BOSSERT SITE

SITE NO. 633029
ASBESTOS SAMPLES

PCB (reported as Arcclor 1254)

SAMPLE # |PCBs Q
BA0O1 0.095 |U
BADO2 0.051 (U
BA0O3 0.21 (U
BAOO4 1.3
BAOOS 0.7
BAOOS 11
BAQO7 0.26
BA0OO8 5.9
BAOO9 0.8
BAO10 5.1
BAO11 0.24
BAO12 0.32
TABLE 5

BOSSERT SITE

SITE NO. 633029

CRATE SAMPLES

PCBs (reported as Aroclor 1254)
SAMPLE # |PCBs Q
BC0O1 9.9
B8C002 0.067
BC003 16

Units = mg/kg

J = Indicates an estimated vaiue.

U = Compound was analyzed for but not detected.

As stated in Section 3.2, oil sampies were collected trom the reservoirs of three hydraulic presses.

As stated in Section 3.2, ACM samples were collected from tweive lengths of asbestos wrapped piping located in various piaces
in the facility.

As stated in Section 3.2, crate samples wers collected from the wood portion of large steel and wood transport crates.

- —3amples were collected from December 8, 1993 until December 14, 1993 by Kyle Thomas (O'Brien & Gere Engineers),
~ and Patricia Rosato and Jeff Bullis (Stetson~Harza).

As stated in the QAPP for the project, samples were analyzed using USEPA Method 8080 by H2M Labs, Inc. Data were

validated by Data Validation Services, North Creek, New York. -




TABLE 6a
BOSSERT SITE
SITE NO. 623029

DEBRIS SAMPLES
TCLP VOLATILES

U = indicates thai ihe compound was analyzed for but not detected.
J = Indicates an estimated value.

Units » ;g

REG. LIMIT - Regulatory level oblalned from 40 CFR Par1 261.30.

As stated in Section 4.2, TCLP 1egulatory Himits weie not exceeded for volalile organics on the TCLP Hset.
Samples were collected from December 8, 1993 unill December 14, 1993 by Kyle Thomas (O'Brlen & Gere Engineers) and Patricla Rosato and Jell Bulils (Stelson-Harza).
As slated In the QAPP for the projecl, samples were analyzed by H2M Labs, Inc. Dala were validated by Data Validatlon Services, North Creek. New York.

12-5ep-94

ANALYTE REG. LIMIT] BD-047 BD-051 BD-063 BD-064 BD-069 B8D-076 BD-084 8D-080 8D-097 BD-106 BD-123 BD-130
VINYL CHLORIDE 200 10U 10|u 10]u 10 v 10U 10U 10U 10 [u 10 [u 10fu 1o Ju 10U
1.1-DICHLOROETHENE 500 10 fu 10fu 10 [U 10{u 10 {U 10ju 10 jU 10 {U to fu 10U to U 10 {u
CHLOROFORM " 8000 10 |U 10U 10 |uU 10fu 10U 10 jU 10U 10 |u 10 |U 10|u 10 |0 10]u
1,2-DICHLOROETHANE 600 10{u 10]u 10 Ju 10 {U 10 [U 10 ju 10 {U 10 {U 10U 10 ju 10[u 10 {u
2-BUTANONE 200000 10|J 3y 10 |J 10[J 10[J 10 |4 9 [ 10 |4 10 |J 10 |4 10 |J 104
CARBON TETRACHLORI 600 10U 10 [U 10 {u 10ju 10]u 10 {U 10 U 10|u 10 {U 10 (U 1o ju 10 [U
TAICHLORETHENE 500 10 |U 10U 10 [U 10lu 10 v 10lu 10 [U 214 10 |u 10 |U 10 |u 10]u
BENZENE 600 10 |u 10ju 10 [u 10 v 10 U 10U 1o U 10u 10|u 10 |U 1o ju 10 {u
TETRACHLOROETHENE 700 10|u 10U 10 [u 10u 10 lu 10 v 10 [U 10 lu 10 (U 10 |u 10 |U 10]u
CHLOROBENZENE 100000 10{u 10 (U 10 {u 10 ju 10 {U 10 {U 10 |u 10 jU 10U 10 {u 1o [U 10 ju

ANALYTE REG. LIMIT] BD-131 BD-132 BD-133 BD-134 80-201 BD-202 BD-203
VINYL CHLORIDE 200 10 |U 10U 10 v 10 jU 10 |U 10 |u 10U
1,1-DICHLOROETHENE 500 10 |u 10U 24 10lu 10|U 10 v 10U
CHLOROFORM - 6000 10{u 10 U 10 {u 10 ju 10fu T 10|u
1.2-DICHLOROETHANE 500 10]u 10U 10U 10 lu 10]u 10U 0 |u
2-BUTANONE - 200000 10 |J 10 |4 10 [J 10 [J 21 10(J 104
CARBON TETRACHLORI 600 10 ju 10 |0 10 |U 10 |u 10 |u 10 {U 10 v
TRICHLORETHENE 600 10 |U 10 {U 17 10 U 10U 10 |U 10 |U
BENZENE - 500 10U 10 |U 10 ju 10 (U 10 |u 10U 10U
TETRACHLOROETHENE 700 10 {U 10 [U 10 |u 10 JU 10 [u 10 |U 10U
CHLOROBENZENE 100000 10 |U 10 |U 10ju 10 U 10 |uU 10 |U 10 |U

§S0¥'1 - sod



TABLE 6b
BOSSERT SITE
SITE NO. 633020

DEBRIS SAMPLES

TCLP SEMIVOLATILES

9S0+'1 - S04

ANALYTE REG. LIMIT] BD-047 B0D-051 BD-063 BD-064 BD-069 B0D-076 BD-084 B0D-000 BD-097 B0D-108 BD~-123 B8D-130
1,4-DICIHILOROBENZENE 7500 LANLY 1 ju 11 jU LAY 11 ju LA LY) 1 ju 1 ju 10 |U 10 jU 10 jU 100 JU
2-METHYLPHENOL 200000 11 jJu 1y 1y 1 {u 1 ju 11 jU 11 ju 11 jU 10 ju 10 (U 1o ju 100 jU
HEXACHLOROETHANE 3000 1njv 1 ju 11V 1 ju 11 ju 11 ju i1 ju 11 juU 10 JU 10 |U 10 |u 100 U
NITROBENZENE 2000 1 ju 1njv 11y 1 ju LA LY 111U 11 ju 11 iU 10 [U 10 |U 10 U 100 |U
HEXACHLOROBUTADIENE 500 1nju 11 ju 1 jU 1t ju 1 {u LARLY 11 [u 11U 10 {U 10 {U 10 jU 100 {U
2,4,0~-TRICHLORPHENOL 2000 11 ]Ju 11U 1 ju 1 U 1 Ju 11U 11U 11 jU 10 jU 10 U 10 jU 100 jU
2,4,6-TRICHLOROPHENOL 400000 26 {U 26 ju 28 U 26 [U 26 |U 26 {U 28 jU 26 |U 26 |U 28 |U 26 |V 260 jU
2,4-DINITROTOLUENE 130 11 jU 11 ju 11 jU 11 j{U 11 U 11U 11 iju 11U 10 {U 10 |U 10 jU 100 jU
HEXACHLOROBENZENE 130 11U 11 jU 11 jU 11 juU 1 ju 1ju 11 ju 1ju 10 jU 10 {u 10 |U 100 jU
PENTACHLOROPHENOL 100000 206 iU 206 |V 26 {U 268 |U 26 |U 26 jU 28 jU 26 U 26 |V 26 |U 26 |U 250 |V
PYRIDINE 5000 AR LY 11ju 11 ju 1 {u 1 U 1 |u 1 ]u 1mju 10 (U 10 {U 10 |U 100 U
3-4 METHYLPHENOL 200000 11U 27 36 20 2 34 3 11 jU 5 130 8 100 |U

ANALYTE REG. LIMIT] BD-131 BD-132 BD-133 BD-134 BD-201 BD-202 BD-203
1,4-DICHLORBENZENE 7600 100 |U 100 jU 100 jU 100 {U NA NA NA
2-METHYLPHENOL 200000 100 |U 100 jU 100 (U 100 {U NA NA NA
HEXACHLOROETHANE 3000 100 {U 100 {U 100 U 100 jU NA NA NA
NITROBENZENE 2000 100 U 100 fU {00 |U 100 {U NA NA NA
HEXACHLOROBUTADIENE 500 100 U 100 {U 100 jU 100 U NA NA NA
2,4,6-TRICHLORPHENOL 2000 100 jU] 100 jU 100 jU 100 JU NA NA NA
2.4,6-TRICHLOROPHENOL 400000 260 U 250 U 250 jU 250 {U NA NA NA
2,4-DINITROTOLUENE 130 100 {U 100 jU 100 {U 100 {U NA NA NA
HEXACHLOROBENZENE 130 100 JU 100 jU 100 jU 100 {U NA NA NA
PENTACHLOROPHENOL 100000 260 |V 250 juU 250 |U 250 (U NA NA NA
PYRIDINE 5000 100 jU 100 jU 100 |U 100 |U NA NA NA
3-4 METHYLHENOL 200000 100 U 100 jU 100 jU 100 {U NA NA NA
NA = Not analyzed
U = indicates thal the compound was analyzed for bul not detected.

Unlis = 2o/l
RAEG. LIMIT - Regulatory level obtained fsom 40 CFR Part 261.30. .
ove samples.

As #taled In Section 4.2, regulatory limite for semi-volatlle compounds on the TCLP analyte list were not exceed In the ab:

Samples were collecied from December 8, 1993 unill December 14, 1993 by Kyle Thomas (O'Brien & Gere Englneers) and Patricia Rosato and Joff Buliis (Stetson-Harza).
As stated In the QAPP for the project, samples weie analyzed by H2M Labs, Inc. Dala were validated by Data Validation Services, North Creek, New York.




TABLE 6¢

v

U = indicates thal the compound was analyzed for but not detecled.
J = Indicales an estimated value.

Units = g

REQ. LIMIT - Regulstory level oblained lrom 40 CFR Part 261.30. )
As slated In Section 4.2, the above samples are below the TCLP regulatory criteria for metals on the TCLP list.

Samples were coliected from December 8, 1983 unill December 14, 1993 by Kyle Thomas (O'Bilen & Gere Engineers) and Palricla Rosalo and Jelf Buliis (Stelson-Harza).
As stated in the QAPP for the project, samples were analyzed by H2M Labs, Inc. Data were valldated by Dala Validation Services, North Creek, New York.

BOSSERT SITE
SITE NO. 633029
DEBRIS SAMPLES
TCLP METALS
ANALYTE REG. LIMIT| BD047 BDOSY BD063 BD064 BD069 80076 BD084 BD090 BD087 B8D108 BD123 BD130
ARSENIC 5000 16 15 jU 15 jU 16 15 |U 15 jU 15 U 15 34.4 15 15 {U 15
BARIUM 100000 500 2N 471 298 136 217 685 159 97.8 323 | 613 | 68.9
CADMIUM 1000 69.7 39.9 40.1 71.6 7 3 21.7 1.3 1.8 2 355 1.3
CHROMIUM 5000 8.7 6.4 U 33 140 16.3 6.4 U 37.5 90.1 7.1 6.4 15.6 6.4
LEAD 5000 30.6 13 JU 279 287 1430 19.5 212 29.5 13 13 66.8 13
MERCURY 200 0.23 0.17 |J 0.1}V 0.4 0.14 1J 0.14 |J 011 i 0.26 0.35 0.12 0.15 |J 0.13
SELENIUM 1000 136 02.9 05.8 101 109 120 74.6 115 142 121 102 24
SILVER 5000 10 10 |J 10 10 10 |J 10 {J 10 |J 10 10 10 10 |J 10
ANALYTE REG. LIMIT] BD131 80132 BD133 B8D134 BD201 BD202 80203
ARSENIC 5000 15 151U 1.3 15 151U 15 fU 15 {U
BARIUM 100000 441 502 71.9 63.8 327 371 250
JCADMIUM 1000 4.0 22.2 3.2 1.3 1.7 11.8 3.1

CHROMIUM 5000 6.4 6.8 13.7 6.4 64|V 531 64|V

LEAD 5000 13 13 JU 23.8 13 1610 598 13 U

MERCURY 200 0.11 0.11 0.1 0.24 0.11]U 0.t |uU 0.1 iU

SELENIUM 1000 24 33.2 24 {U 24 24 U 24 |U 24 jU

SILVER 6000 10 10 |J 10 10 10 |J 10 |J 10 |J

LSOP'T - SO9
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TABLE 6d -
BOSSERT SITE
SITE NO. 633029
DEBRIS SAMPLES
CORHOSWITYIHEACTW‘TY

ANALYTE REG. LIMIT |BD047 BDO51 BD063 BD064 BD069 BDo76 B8D084 BD090 8Do97 BD106 80123 BD130
FLASH POINT (CELSIUS) 60 >60 >60 >60 >60 >60 >60 >60 >60 >60 >60 >60 >60
pH (CORROSIVITY) 2>pH>12.6 7.7 7 71 68 751 - 8.2 6.2 73 ] 8.9 6.2 37
REACTIVE TO WATER NI/A NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO
RELEASES CYANIDE* 260000 <1 <1 <1 <1 <t.4 <1 <1 <14 <1.2 <1 <1 <0.1
RELEASES SULFIDE** 600 R R R R R R R R R R R R
ANALYTE REQ. LIMIT [BD131 BD132 BD133 BD134
FLASH POINT {CELSIUS) 60 >60 >60 >60 >60
pH (CORROSIVITY) 2>pH>12.6 48 5 48 32
REACTIVE TO WATER N/IA NO NO NO NO
RELEASES CYANIDE* 250000 <0.1 <01 <0.1 <0.1
RELEASBES SULFIDE** 500 R R (] R

* Units = 3g/Kg

** Units = mg/Kg

R = Rejecied result

REQG. LIMIT - Regulatory lavel oblained liom 40 CFR Part 261.30.

The pH for sample BB0O1 Is 2.0 which Is equai to, but does not lall, regulatory criterla for corrosivity.

Samples were collected fiom December 8, 1893 unill December 14, 1993 by Kyle Thomas (O’Brien & Gere Englneers) and Palricla Rosato and Jeif Bullls {Stetson-Haiza).
As stated in the QAPP for the project, samples were analyzed by H2M Labs, Inc. Data were validated by Data Validatlon Services, North Creek, New York.
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ANALYTE AEG. LIMIT] BDO047 BDO51 B0063 BD064 80076 BD084 BD09O BD097 “[BD1wo ..
gamma-BHC(LINDANE) 4000 05U 05U 0.5V 05U 05]|u [ X2 1V] 051U 0.5|U 06U 05U Y30
HEPTACHLOR 8 05|V 05 {u 05 U 0.6 |u 06|V 051V 05 {U 06 U 0.5 {U 06 U ‘ 05y
HEPTACHLOR EPOXIDE 8 06U 05U 0.5 {U 051U o5 lU 05U 051U 06 {U 0.51{uU 06 |U 05U 0.6 jU
ENDRIN 20 tju tju 11U 1juU 1{U 1i{u 1ju 1ju 1ju 1{U 1ju 1iU
METHOXYCHLOR 10000 [ 3 LY 5ju 5lu 5|U 5|U 31U sju 51U 56U 51U 51U 6jU
CHLORDANE 30 251U 251U 251V 26U 25Ut 251U 2.5 |u 251U 251V 256U 25|V 251U
TOXAPHENE 500 50 U 50 U 50 (U 50 {VU 50 |U 501U 50 U 50 (U 50 |V 50 (U 50 (U 50 jU
2.4-D 10000 20 (U 20 {U 20 |V 20 jU 20 |U 20 {U 20 |V 20 (U 20 jU 20 (U 20 {U 20 {U
2.4,6-TP (SILVEX) 1000 [ 31 s U 51U 5 (U 5{u 51U 51U 5 U 51U 5lU 61U § iU

ANALYTE REG. LIMIT] BD131 80132 B0D133 BD134
gamma-BHC(LINDANE) 4000 0.6 |U 051U 05 |U 0.5 U
HEPTACHLOR 8 05U 0.5 |U 05 U 0.5 |V
HEPTACHLOR EPOXIDE 8 06|V 0.5 |V 0.6 juU 0.5V
ENDRIN 20 iy iy 1{u 1ju
METHOXYCHLOR 10000 - 3L 8 ju 51U §iu
CHLORDANE 30 256U 261U 26U 26 |U
JOXAPHENE 6500 60 {U 50 U 60 {U 50 jU
2,4-D 10000 20 U 20 |V 20 U 20 {U
2,4,6-TP (SILVEX) 1000 5 iU 51V 51V 5y
U = |ndicates that the compound was snalyzed lor but not delected.

Units = 1gA
REG. LIMIT ~ Regulatory level obtsined rom 40 CFR Part 261.30.
As stated in Section 4.2, TCLP regulatory criterla were not exceeded lor herbicides/pesficides on the TCLP fist.
Samples were collected trom December 8, 1083 uniil December 14, 1993 by Kyle Thomas (O'Brlen & Gere Engineers) and Palricla Rosalo and Jefl Bulils {Stelson-Harza).
As stated In the GAPP fos the project, samples were analyzed by H2M Labs, Inc. Dala were valldaled by Data Validatlon Services, North Cresk, New York.
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TABLE 7a

BOSSERT SITE

SITE NO. 633029

OIL & GREASE

TCLP VOLATILES

ANALYTE REG. LIMIT| BOOO1 {BO002 |BC003 180004 BO00S BO006

VINYL CHLORIDE 200 10 (U | 10 JU| 10 {U} 10 jU 10 JU 10 jU
1.1-DICHLOROETHENE | 500 10 U 12 | 10 U] 10 |U 10 U 10 U
CHLOROFORM ] 6000 10 U] 10 |U 10 (U} 10 jU 10 |U 10 (U
1,2-DICHLOROETHANE 500 10 jU 10 JU 10 (U} 10 U 10 |U 10 |U
2-BUTANONE 200000 10 |J 10 |4 10 14| 10 1J 10 [J 10 |J
CARBON TETRACHLORI 500 10 U 10 {U 10 U 10 |U 10 |U 10 U
TRICHLORETHENE 500 10 |U 3J 10 jU 10 |U 10 U 10 |U
BENZENE 500 10 |U 10 |U 101U 10 U 10 |U 10 U
TETRACHLOROETHENE 700 10 U 10 JU 10 |U 10 |U 10 jU 10 jU
CHLOROBENZENE 100000 10 |U 10 {U | 10 |U} 10 |U 10 |U 10 |U
Units = »gA

U = Indicates that the compound was analyzed for but not detected.

J = Indicates an estimated value.

REG. LIMIT ~ Regulatory level obtained from 406 CFR Part 261.30.

As stated in Section 4.2, regulatory criteria for grease lines and oil reservoir samples are not exceeded for volatile compounds

on the TCLP list.
TABLE 8a
BOSSERT SITE
SITE NO. 833029
DRUMS
TCLP VOLATILES
. ANALYTE REG. LIMIT| BB0O1 B8B002
<t VINYL CHLORIDE 200 10 U 10 jU
1,1-DICHLOROETHENE 500 10 U 10 {U
CHLOROFORM 6000 10 {U 10 (U
1.2-DICHLOROETHANE 500 10 U 10 U
2-BUTANONE 200000 10 {4 7
CARBON TETRACHLORI 500 10 (U 10 {U
TRICHLORETHENE 500 10 jU 4 1J
BENZENE 500 10 U 10 U
TETRACHLORQETHENE 700 10 U 2d
CHLOROBENZENE 100000 10 JU 10 {U

U = Indicates that the compound was analyzed for but not detected.
Units = ug/! .
REG. LIMIT - Regulatory level obtained from 40 CFR Part 261.30.

As stated in Section 4.2, regulatory criteria for drum samples are not excesded for volatile compounds on the TCLP list.




TABLE b BOS - 1.4061
BOSSERT SITE :
SITE NO. 833029
OlL & GREASE SAMPLES
TCLP SEMIVOLATILE

ANALYTE IREG. LIMIT] BO0O1 180002 |BO003 BO004 BO00S BOOOS
1,4~DICHLORBENZENE | 7500 10Ul NA NA NA - 100 jU 100 U
2-METHYLPHENOL 200000 10 |Ul  NA NA NA 100 jU 100 |U
HEXACHLOROETHANE 3000 10{U| NA NA 1 NA 100 |V 100 jU
NITROBENZENE 2000 10 {U] NA | NA NA 100 |U 100 |U
HEXACHLOROBUTADIENE 500 10 {U] NA NA NA 100 |U 100 |U
2.4,6~-TRICHLORPHENOL 2000 10 U} NA NA NA 100 |U 100 {U
2.4,5-TRICHLOROPHENOL 400000 25U} NA NA NA 250 {U 250 |U
2,4-DINITROTOLUENE 130 10 |J NA NA NA 100 {U 100 |U
HEXACHLOROBENZENE 130 10 |J NA NA NA 100 |U 100 |U
PENTACHLOROPHENOL 100000 25 {U] NA NA NA 250 {U 250 |U
PYRIDINE : 5000 R NA NA NA 100 |U 100 {U
3-4 Methylphenol 200000 101U}  NA NA NA 100 |U 100 |U

TABLE 8b

BOSSERT SITE

SITE NO. 633029

DRUM CONTENTS SAMPLES
TCLP SEMIVOATILES

ANALYTE REG. LIMIT| BBOO1 BB002
1,4-DICHLORBENZENE 7500 100 {U 100 (U
2-METHYLPHENOL 200000 100 |U 100 |V
HEXACHLOROETHANE 3000 100 {U 100 U
NITROBENZENE 2000 100 |U 100 |U
HEXACHLOROBUTADIENE 500 100 U’ 100 |U
2.4,8-TRICHLORPHENOL 2000 100 U 100 {U
2.4,5~-TRICHLOROPHENOL 400000 250 |U 250 |U
2.4~DINITROTOLUENE 130 100 |U 100 {U
HEXACHLOROBENZENE 130 100 {U 100 |U
PENTACHLOROPHENOL 100000 250 |U 250 |U
PYRIDINE 5000 100 jU 100 |V
3-METHYLPHENOQL 200000 100 |U 100 {U

Units = g/

NA = Not Analyzed

U = Indicates that the compound was analyzed for but not detected.

R = Indicates a rejected resuit.

J = Indicates an astimated vaiue. :

REG. LIMIT - Regulatory level obtained from 40 CFR Part 261.30.

As stated in Section 4.2, samples from grease lines and oil reservoirs did riot excee
As stated in Section 4.2, samples from drums did not exceed regulatory limits for se
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TABLE7¢c
BOSSERT SITE
SITE NO. 623029
OIL & GREASE SAMPLES

TCLP METALS
ANALYTE |REG. LIMIT] BO0O1 180002 180003 |BOC04 BOO0S |BO00S
ARSENIC 5000 | 15U 15 jU 15 {U | 41.5 |U 18 jU 15 |U
BARIUM 100000 193 15300 25800 | | 23400 | 3.1 4.6
CADMIUM 1000 1.3 U 1.31U 1.3 U 1.3 3.9 17.2 -
CHROMIUM 5000 8.4 |U 8.4 |U 6.4 |U 8.4 |V 8.4 |U 64 |U
LEAD 5000 13 |V 13 |V 13 |U 823 13 1U 32500
MERCURY 200 0.1 |U 10 {U 0.1 |U 0.1 {U 11U 14U
SELENIUM 1000 24 U 24 |U 24 (U 24 (U 24 U 24 {U
SILVER 5000 10 {4 10 |J 10 |4 10 |J 10 |J 10 |J
TABLE 8¢
BOSSERT SITE
SITE NO. 633029
DRUM CONTENTS SAMPLES
TCLP METALS
ANALYTE REG. LIMIT| BB0O1 B8B8002

ARSENIC 5000 25.5 15 |U
BARIUM 100000 41.9 32.5
CADMIUM 1000 183 20.1
CHROMIUM 5000 105 8.4 jU
LEAD 5000 985 448
MERCURY 200 10800 1V
SELENIUM 1000 76.1 24 U
SILVER 5000 10 |J 10 |J

U = Indicates that the compound was analyzed for but not detected.
J = Indicates an estimated value.
. Units = Ug/L
REG. LIMIT -~ Reguaitory levei obtained from 40 CFR Part 261.30.
As stated in Section 4.2, BO0OS tested as hazardous for lead.
As stated in Section 4.2, sample BB0O1 tested as hazardous for mercury.
Remaining samples tested as non-hazardous based on TCLP regulatory limits for metais.
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NOTES:
. SAMPLES WERE COLLECTED FROM DECEMBER 6 THROUGH DECEMBER 16, 1993, 3

FIRST FLOOR PLAN

2. THE FIELD SAMPLING CREW WAS COMPRISED OFf PATRICIA ROSATO, KYLE
THOMAS AND JEFF BULLIS.

3. THE FOLLOWING ANALYSES WERE PERFORMED:
- WIPE SAMPLING FOR PCB'S ON PRESSES, METAL DEBRIS, DRUMS AND CRATES
- BULK SAMPLING PCB'S ON DEBRIS AND FLOOR SWEEPINGS, OIL RESERVOIRS,
SUSPECTED ASBESTOS CONTAIMING MATERIAL AND CRATES.
- BULK SAMPLING TCLP ON DEBRIS AND FLOOR SWEEPINGS, GREASE LINES, Ot
RESERVOIRS AND DRUM CONTENTS,

4. H2M LABORATORY OF MELVILLE. NY PERFORMED ANALYSIS OF ALL SAMPLES.
5. DATA VALIDATION BY DATA VALIDATION SERVICES, NORTH CREEK, NY.
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